How they differ from the Church of England, 


| Biſhop. Wil you be ready with all faithful Diligence | 
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and that Efron Puffendorf's Ess av for 
Uniting of Proteſtants, was not defign'd 
to procure an Union between the Lu- | 
therans and the Church of England, as is | 
inſinuated in the Title of he | late Edition! | 
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SIR, 
JEET, OME Time a ago you ask'd 
D.: me if I had ſeen a Book 
Wl uf of 4s in 1 70 Evening 
0 0 a 171 
5 05 | calld A View of the 6 Prin. 
ples of the Lutheran Church- 
es, ſhewing how far they agree with the 
Church of England. Being a ſeaſonable 
Eſſay for the uniting # Proteſtants 2 the 
happy Acceſſion of his Majeſty King George 
to the Throne of theſe Kingdom: Tran- 
ſlated from the Latin of Baron Puffendorf, 
Oc. And whether I knew the Deſign of * 
it ? J then told you, that I ſaw the Book 
long ago tranſlated into Eugliſb by the 
ſame Perſon, who is ſaid to have tran- 


ſlated rhis : Thar 4s, call'd The Divine 


Feudal 2 


| 


4 A Review of the 


Feudal Law, or Covenants with Mankind, 
repreſented. Together with Means for the 
uniting of Proteſtants. In which alſo the 
Principles of the Lutheran Churches are 
ſtated and defended, by Samuel Baron Puf- 
fendorf; tranſlated from the Latin, c. 
And that it was only a new Title put to 
an old Book. 

You ſaid, that however that was, you 
could not but be plcas'd with the Book, if 
it anſwer'd the Title; and thought this 
new Publication of it very ſeaſonable: Be- 
cauſe, upon the Acceſſion of his Majeſty to 
this Crown, it was very probable, that ma- 
ny Lutherans would come over with him : 
That his Majeſty's Subjects in the Duchy of 
Brynſwick were all Lutherans, and there- 
fore, as we were now united under one 
King, it was very expedient, that we ſhould 
alſo be united in one Religion. I ſaid, that 
Union in Religion was very deſirable, and 
ought to be endeavour'd by all lawful 
Means, but that I had not yet ſeen any 
Propoſals that way, that ſeem'd likely to 
effect it. That foraſmuch as we had not 
been able hitherto to procure an Union in 
Religion between England and Scotland, 
though they have been united under one 
King for above an hundred Years, and 


both lie in the ſame Iſland, and ſpeak the 


ſame Language, I could not conceive how 
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we ſhould unite with thoſe, who, though 
under the ſame King, are ſeparated from 
us, not only by a very different Language, 
but alſo by the Sea, and a vaſt Tra& of 


Land befides. You reply'd, that you did 


not conceive there was ſo great a Diffe- 
rence between us and the Lutherans in 
Matters of Religion, as between us and 


the Scots, and therefore, notwithſtanding 
the Diſtance · of Place and Language, you 


conceiv d we might much more eaſily u- 
nite with the Lutherans, than with the 
Scots, or any other of the Reform'd, who 
were nearer to us: Becauſe, the Scots and 
all thoſe call'd the Reform d, were pro- 
feſs'd Presbyterians, and declar'd Enemies 
to Epiſcopacy and Liturgy ; and would 
allow no Ceremonies in Religious Wor- 
ſhip : But the Lutherans were more ce- 
remonious in their Worſhip, than the 
Church of England; that they not only 
retain'd the Surplice, the Croſs at Bap- 
tiſm, God-Fathers and God-Mothers, and 
Kneeling at the Holy Communion (which 
were the main Points that the Scots and 
our Engliſh Presbyterians, and the others 
call'd Reform'd, have quarrel'd with from 
King Edward's Days (when our Common- 
Prayer was eſtabliſh'd)) to this Time, that 
is, almoſt two hundred Years; but they 
have alſo Images d Pictures of our Sa- 
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A Review of the 
viour, the Virgin Mary, the Apoſtles, and 
other Saints, ſet up in their Churches; 
nay, they have Relicks alſo, which are de- 
voutly ſhew'd and kiſs'd. They have alſo 
a Liturgy or Book of Common-Frayer, not 


much differing from ours, and not only 
Organs, but all ſorts of the fineſt Muſick 


*SPitt's in their Churches: And that they are 


Atlas, Vol. 


II. p. 21. 


ſuch Enemies to the Calviniſts, or thoſe 
who call themſelves the Reſorm' d, that 
they hate ſuch, as bad as a Tie; and that 
in the great Church at Leipfick in Saxony, 
E-uther's own Country, they have the Pi- 
ctures of the Devil, Ignatius Loyola the 
Founder of the Jeſuitet, and of John Cal- 
vin, all in one Frame, with this Sub- 
ſcription, The three great Enemies 

Chriſt, and of the Chriſtian Religion. Nay, 
more than this, they, to this very Day, 
retain Auricular Confeſſion, and go to the 
Prieſt every Saturday Evening to be con- 
tels'd and abſolv'd. And though they 
have not Biſhops, yet they have Superin- 
tendents to overſee and govern the other 


Clergy, which you conceiv'd differ'd from 


Biſhops only in Name. Therefore, upon 
the whole, you concluded, that an Union 


with the Lutherans would be more eaſy 


to be effected, than could be with the 


Cotes or other Presbyterians. That indeed 


— 


you thought therg way little or no Diffe- 
„ rence 
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' rence betwixt them and the High-Church- 
men, and that if any Obſtruction thould 
be given to ſuch an-Union, you thought 
it muſt proceed from the -Church- 
men, who were rather for taking away 
ſome of the Ceremonies we have already, 
than for adding any more to them, which 
you judged would be neceſſary in order 
to unite with the Lutherans. I reply'd, 
that Ceremonies were but indifferent 
Things, and that I conceiv'd, if the Dif- 
ferences between us and the Lutherans, 
or between us and any other Proteſtants, 
had lain only in Ceremonies, there might 
have been an Union amongſt us long be- 
fore this Time. You an{wer'd, that you 
did not believe there was any eſſential 
Difference between us and the Lutherans: 
And though there was, you thought it 
very neceſſary we ſhould ſeek to unite 
with them at this Time, becauſe both his 
Majeſty and the Prince had been educated 
in that Religion. I reply'd, that whatever 
his Majeſty's Religion was' whilſt he. was 
only Elector of Brunſwick, now he was 
King of Great-Britain, &c. he was oblig'd 
by Act of Parliament to join in Commu- 
mon with the Church of England: And, 
therefore, ſince it was not thought rea- 
ſonable to make any Alterations in the 
Doctrine or * of the Eſtabliſh'd 
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Church for the Sake of his Majeſty and 
his Royal Family, I could ſee no Occa- 
| ſton there was for the making Alterations 
tor the Sake of any of his Subjects. You 
ſaid, that however, if the Thing was eaſy 
[ and practicable, you thought it ought to 
| be done: And though you was perfectly 
ſatisfy'd with the whole Doctrine, Diſci- 

pline, and Worſhip of the Church of 
England, as now {-ttled ; yet, if ſome 

few Alterations in indifferent Things 

might bring ſo great a Number of his 
Majeſty's Subjects, as the Lutherans were, 

into our Communion, you ſhould very 
heartily deſire to ſee thoſe Alterations 
made. I told you, that I was convinc'd 

by Baron Puffendorf's Book, which had 

given Occaſion to this Diſcourſe between 

us, that ſuch an Union was altogether 
impracticable. You ſeem'd to wonder, 

that this Learned Baron ſhould propoſe 

an impracticable Scheme, I anſwer'd, 

that you had been deceiv'd by the Title 

of the Book; that he did not write this 

Eſſay with any Deſign to promote an 
Union between the Lutherans and the 
Church of England, but between the Lu- 

therans and the Calviniſts,, That indeed 
Pag. io he does name England in his Book, but 
*n4137- he names us as a Party of the Calviniſts, 
differing only from he other Reform'd, 
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in our retaining Biſhops amongſt us. 
Which only ſhews, that he was a per- 
fe Stranger to the Conſtitution of our 
Church. Hereupon, you defir'd me to 
give you a particular Account of his Book, 
and what Grounds I have to think from 
what he ſays, that an Union between us 
and the Lutherans is wholly impractica- 
ble. And I promis'd to do it as ſoon as 
I had Opportunity. In order, therefore, 
to ſatisfy your Requeſt, and to perform 
my Promiſe on this Occaſion, I give you 
the Trouble of this Letter. | 

I ſhall not trouble you, or myſelf, with 
a nice Examination of all the Particulars 
in the learned Baron's Book, and there- 
fore ſhall paſs over all that he ſays by way 
of Introduction, concerning the Condi- 
tion of humane Nature, and the Incon- 
veniencies which attend our natural Frail- 
ty, and that Religion has been abus'd to 
increaſe the Miſeries of Mankind; as alſo 
what he ſays about Toleration. I ſhall 


begin with what he ſays concerning“ the 5. 18. 


Reconcilement of Differences in Religion. 
This, he well obſerves, can by no means be 
fo done, as to have it declared that both 
are Truth, foraſmuch as it is neceſſary from 
the Nature of Things, that in a Contra- 
diction between two Propoſitions, one or 
other of them muſy needs be falſe. But to 

* effect 
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effect a Reconcilement in this Caſe, one 
Opinion muſt of Neceſſity be declared and 
approved for Truth, and the other be re- 
jefted as Falſe. Nor farther, is a Recon- 
ciliation to be made, by bringing all Par- 
tres to account, that all Religions are alike 
uſeful, and effefiual towards the Salvation 
4 Men; or by a Declaration, that this may 

e attained in any Religion, that bears the 
Name of Chriſtian. For this were to make 
the Chriſtian Religion irrational, and a 
Diſcipline not rightly cobering with itſelf, 


but a Maſs of Principles diſagreeing with, 


and mutually deſtroying each other. Nor 
is it a fit Method of compoſing Differences, 
to declare, that the Opinions about which 
the Parties differ, are only problema- 


tical, and ſuch, as that it concerns not any 


1 


Man's Salvation to which Part of the Con- 
tradiction he gives his Afſſent: Becauſe we 
muſt not think it an arbitrary T hing, or 
what depends on the Will of Man, that a 


7 ꝗ— he declar'd problematical and in- 
Herent. It is - whe as neceſſary, that af- 


ter the controverted Opinions are ſearched 


to the Foundation, and the Truth of the 
one, and the Falſhood of the other, are 
plainly demonſtrated from the genuine Books 
of Holy Scripture ; they cuho have hereto- 
fore held a falſe Opinion do renounce this, 
and yield to, and mk the Truth. c 
| a 
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all this I am perfectly of this learned 
Baron's Opinion, and conceive it very a- 
reeable to the Eighteenth Article of our 
Church, which ſays, T hey are to be had 
accurſed, that preſume to ſay, that every 
Man ſhall be frond by the Law or Set 
which he profeſſeth, ſo that he be diligent 
to frame his Life according to that Law. 
But then, as he farther obſerves, a per- 
feet Reconciliation of this Sort, ſuch as that 
they who have hitherto cheriſh'd and main- 
tain'd erronzous Opinions, ſhould abandon 
theſe, and agree with others in the Truth, 
conſidering the preſent State and Manners 
of Mankind, is a Thing rather to be deſir d, 
than it can be hoped to be accompliſb' d. 
Now, if this be the only Way to a 
Reconcilement, as indeed I think it is, 
how is it poſſible to procure a Reconcile- 
ment any other Way, than by drawing 
Men off from their Errors ? Thus for In- 
ſtance, I ſee no other Way that the Church 
of England has to obtain a Reconciliation, 
and an Union with other Proteſtants, than 
to convince them by plain Arguments 
( drawn from the Scriptures, and the u- 
niverſal Practice of the pure Primitive 
Church) that hey are in an Error in all 
thoſe Points, wherein they differ from her. 
And I can ſee no other Way of procuring 
an Union amongſt Proteſtants, than by 
* perſuading 
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perſuading all of them, whether Luthe- 
rans or Calviniſts, to reconcile themſelves 
to the Church of England. 

However, the Learned Puffendorf has 
po another Method, which is, That 
on both Sides there ſhould be an Agreement 
in a ſolid, ſufficient, and adequate Foun- 
dation of Faith. And that with relation 
to other Opinions, which do not come within 
the Compaſs of the Foundation of the Faith, 
a Toleration ſhould be granted, and none 
thould form a diſtinft ſeparate Communion 
for the Sake of them. But how is this A- 
greement to be made ? It muſt be, I ſup- 
pole, by a Synod or Council compoſed of 
ſelect Deputies of both Parties. It is 
bardly probable, ſuch a Council, compoſed 
of two Parties, as ſuppoſe the one Half 
Calviniſts, and the other Lutherans, ſhould 
agree, what ſhall be Fundamental Arti- 
cles, and what not. They might ſquab- 
ble and diſpute, but it is not likely they 
would be more able to convince one ano- 
ther · by ſuch Diſputation, than they have 
been by Writing. An equal Number of both 
Sides muſt appear in the Council, and if the 
Calviniſti can draw one or two Lutherans 
to their Side, then the Point ſhall be de- 
termined in Favour of Calvin, and his Do- 
ctrine ſhall be Fundamental, and ſo vice 


verd. But will this ſatisfy the other Side, 
L and 
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and bring them into an Agreement? Will 
not they go off from them, and conti- 
nue their | nating, as before? There- 
fore, though it be eaſily ſaid, that 
on both Sides there ſhould be an Agree- 
ment in a ſolid, ſufficient, and adequate 
Foundation of Faith, and if this was once 
accompliſh'd, other Matters might more 
eaſily be rectified; yet, How ſhall we 
come at this Agreement? Hic Labor, Hoc 


Opus. And therefore, I do not fee we 


are any thing nearer to this Agreement, 
than we were before Baron fender 
publiſhed his Book; nor does he propoſe 
any Means by which we are to come to 
it. However, the Baron himſelf does 
not 71 it poſſible to reconcile all Par- 
ties o 
poſſible, that a Syſtem of Divinity may 
e compoſed, in which the two Parties of 
Proteſtants, which have commonly gone un- 
der the Name of the Lutazrans, and the 
Reform'd, may: conſent and agree. And 
amongſt the Reform'd, which are other- 
wile alſo call'd Zuinglians or Calviniſts, 
15 as I have already 
obſerv'd. But herein he has only ſhew'd 
himſelf to have been unacquainted with 
our Church. » For our Reformation was 
not made on the Principles either of 
Zuinglius or Calvin, but founded on the 
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Scriptures, and the Doctrine and Practice 
of the truly Primitive Church. There- 
fore, though he names England amongſt 
the Reform d, yet foraſmuch as he ap- 
pears ſo egregiouſly miſtaken in the Con- 
ſtitution of our Church, and his Scheme 
is only to procure a Reconcilement be- 
tween the Lutherans and Calviniſtt, it is 
evident, that his Book contains nothing 
tending to reconcile the Lytherans and 
the Church of England, whatever is pre- 
tended in the new Title Page. I will 
therefore now ſhew, that according to 
him, there can be no Reconcilement be- 
tween us and the Lutherans, unleſs we 
can perſuade them to come entirely over 
to us, or we ſhall think it proper to go 
Entirely over to them. DIR ON 

*. 2. | He lays down this as a Rule, That 
where there are ſome valuable Advantages 
of this World, annexed to the controverted 
Points of Religion, it is not to be imagined 
that they can be ended by Diſputes or Rea- 
ſonings : And from thence concludes, that 
it is in vain to attempt a Reconcilement 
between Proteſtants and Papiſts, becauſe 
there are worldly Advantages annexed 
to the Points which are controverted be- 

+ P. 43. rween them. And he ſays, 4 If any of the 
Papal Party fhonld propoſe, in order to a 
Reconcilement, that there ſhould be nothing 
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ſaid about Reſtoring the Revenues of the 
Church to thoſe who return to the Roman 
Religion, we ought to beware of them, and 


to believe that Nothing but meer Shows and 


Snares are intended in ſuch Propoſals. 
Now, if this be a good Argument, (and 
I ſee no Reaſon to ſay it is not) then this 
very Thing muſt alſo render a Reconcile- 
ment between any of the Foreign Prote- 
ſtants and the Church of England impra- 
ctiacble. Becauſe, if we propoſe to them the 
Reſtoration of Epiſcopacy, tho' we ſhould 
tell them that Lordſhips and large Reve- 
nues are not neceſſary to the Epiſcopal 
Office, and their Princes and other great 
Men who have ſhar'd the Biſhops Lands 
amongſt them ſhall not be obliged to 
make Reſtitution, they will ſuſpe& that 
this is only a Show and a Snare, and that 
the Biſhops Lands muſt be again annex'd 
to the Office, if Epiſcopacy be reſtor'd. 
And if we ſhould join in Communion 
with them, without the Reſtoration of E- 
2 amongſt them, this, by the very 
ame Argument, may prove a Snare to 
take our Biſhops Lands, and to overthrow 
the Hierarchy amongſt us. This great 
controverted Point therefore betwixt them 
and us having. ſuch valued Advantages of 
this World annexed to it, according to 
Baron Puffendorf's Arguing, does plainly 
render 
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render the Differences between us and 


other Proteſtants irreconcilable, and that 


it is in vain to attempt ſuch an Union. 
In the next place he proceeds to exa- 
mine a certain Form in Manuſcript, of a 


Method to reſtore an Ecclefiaſtical Union 
between the Romaniſts and the Proteſtants, 
Written by the ſpecial, Command of the Moſt 
Serene Prince and Lord N. N. by two of 
bis Highneſs's Divines, to which he re- 
turns an Anſwer Paragraph by Paragraph. 
There is but one Point in th 


is Examen, 
which, I think, needs my preſent Notice. 
+ Theſe two Divines make this Propoſal: 
Let the Ordination made by Presbyters of 
Paſtors and Teachers in the Proteſtant 
Churches by Prayer, and the Impoſition of 
Hands, be beld Legitimate, and conformed 
to the Apoſtolick Practice; and thoſe who 
are in this Manner ordain d to the Sacred 
Office, be accounted to have Power both of 
Order and Juriſdiction. To this the Ba- 
ron ſays, T his Principle is of the greateſt 
Importance. For, as the State of the Pro- 


teſtant Churches depends, as external, upon 


the Ordination, and it is by this that they 
muſt deſerve 10 be accounted legitimate Bo- 


dies; fo: the Propoſal: obliquely overthraws 


the whole Pontifical State, ag it is altogether 
repugnant to that, to allom any for lawful 
Paſtors, that do nat depend upon that. Here 
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it may be obſerv'd by the wayythat it's evi- 
dent from this Paſſage, that the Lutherans 
have no Biſhops, that their Superintendants, 
if it could be granted that they have any 
Orders at all, are only meer Presbyters, who 
have, it may be, a Juriſdiction like that of our 
Archdeacons, who nevertheleſs are no more 
Biſhops than Pariſh-Prieſts are ; and not- 
withſtanding their Superintendency, they 
do not pretend to be any Thing more than 
Presbyters, and, as ſuch, claim the Power 
both of Order and Juriſdiction; and conſe- 
quently are as meer Presbyterians, as the 
Calviniſts themſelves. Now this Principle, 
as the Learned Puffendorf ſays, is of the high« 
eſt Importance, not only in the Controverſy 
between them and the Church of Rome, bur 
in the Controverſy between' them and us. 
For as he alſo obſerves, The State of their 
Churches depends upon their Ordination, and 
if they have not true Orders amongſt them, then 
can they not be accounted legitimate Bodies, 
that is, they cannot be eſteem'd Chriſtian 
Churches or Societies. And if we do allow 
their Ordinations, then we obliquely vver- 
throw the whole Epiſcopal State, as it is alto- 
gether repugnant to an Epiſcopal Church to 
allow any for lawful Paſtors, who are not E- 
piſcopally ordaind, And it is certain, our 
Church does not allow Presbyterian Ordi- 
nation : For, in the Preface before the Form 
of Making and Cue Biſhops, &c. it 
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is declar'd, that it is evident to all Men di. 
ligeatly Feading Holy Scripture and ancient 
Authors, that from the Apoſiles Time there 
ktave been theſe Orders of Miniſters in Chriſt's 
Church; Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, 
Which Offices were evermore had in ſuch re- 
verend Eſtimation, that no Man might pre- 
ume to execute any of them, except he were 
firſt calld, td, examin'd, and known to 
have ſuch A as are requiſite for the 
ſame ; and alſo by Publick Prayer with Im- 
Poſition of Hands, were approv'd and admitted 
thereunto by lawful Authority. And therefore, 
to the intent that theſe Orders may be conti- 
nud, and reverently efteem'd in the Church of 
Reged, no Man ſhall be accounted or taken 
to be a lawful! Biſhop, Prieſt, or Deacon in 
the Church of England, or uffer'd to exerciſe 
any of the ſaid Funct iont, except he be call d, 
tryd, examin d, and admitted thereunto ac- 
cording to the Form hereafter following, or 
hath had formerly Epiſcopal Conſecration or 
Ordination, In this Place our Church not 
only plainly declares Epiſcopal Ordjnation to 
be neteſſary for a legitimate Prieſt or Preſ- 
byter, as well as for a Biſhop, but that it has 
always been ſo even from the Apoſtles Days, 
conſequently that it is not in her Power to 
alter it, being founded on the Scriptures, 
and the Practice of the Catholick Church. 
But thoſe two Lutheran Divine, and Baron 
Puffendorf do inſiſt, dar Prechyterian Ordi- 
2 5 nation 
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nation mult be allow d, not odly in Caſes of 
extreme Neceſſity, which is the Plea ſore 
of our moderate Divines have made for 
them, but muſt be held legitimate and con- 
form'd to Apoſtolick Practice. We and they 
are therefore certainly irreconcilable in 
this Point, which, as the Learned Baron 
ſays, is a 4 ro of the greateſt Importance. 
For they will not yield this Point to us, be- 
cauſe, as he obſerves, if they do ſo, they can- 
not be accounted legitimate Bodies or Churches. 
And we cannot yield to them, but we muſt 
give the Lye to the declar'd Teſtimony of 
our Church. For if we cloſe with them, 
we muſt ſay, that Ordination by Prevbyters is 
conform d to Apoſtolick Practice: Whereas 
our Church has already declar'd Epiſcopal 
Ordination alone, to be conformable to thut 
Practice, and declar'd this ta be evident 10 
all Men dili gem reading Holy Scyiptares and 
ancient Authors. Now this being a Point 
of the greateſt Importance, as Baron Puſſen- 
dorf acknowledges, cannot be left Proble- 
matical or indifferent : Ir muſt be declar'd, 
that the Truth lies on one Side or other, if 
a Reconcilement ſhould be attempted ; for 
both Sides cannot be right. If Presbyterian 
Ordination be conformable to Apoſtolical 
Practice, it is-eertain ſuch Epitcopal Ordi- 
nation, as excludes Presbyters from the 
Right of Ordaining, and Nullifies the pre- 
tended Orders 3% by them, cannot be 
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agreeable to rhat Practice; and if ſuch E- 
PiſcopalVUrdination be agreeable to Apoſto- 
lical Practice, then Presbyterian Ordination 
cannot be conform to that Practice. One 
of theſe Opinions muſt therefore be agreed 
by both Parties to be true, and the other 
muſt be rejected, or there can be no Recon- 
cilement : But theſe two Learned Lutheran 
Divines, (and Baron Puffendorf joins with 
them herein) ſay, that they cannot yield, 
that their Ordinations are not agreeable to 
Apoſtolick Practice, becauſe, if they ſhould, 
they would unchurch themſelves : And I 
am ſure, if we yield to them in this Mat- 
ter, we muſt deny the cleareſt Evidence of 
Scripture and Antiquity. This ſingle Point 
therefore makes'an Union between us, and 
either the Lutherans or Calviniſts altogether 
impracticable, and renders it in vain to at- 
tempt it by any other Means, than by con- 
vincing them ( if poſſible ) of their Errors, 
and perſuading them to come entirely into 
our Communion. 

Aſter the Learned Baron has thus ſhew'd, 


that it is in vain to attempt an Union be- 


tween the Lutherans and thoſe who will not 
allow their Ordinations to be Valid, which 
1 have prov'd the Church of England can- 
not do; he then * proceeds to ſhew, that it 
is next to Madneſs to go about to attempt a 


Reconciliation with the Socinians, Anabap- 


tilts, Quakers, and thoſe that deſerve the 
2655555 Joke. Name 
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Name of Phanaticks, ſo long as they will hold 
to their Hypotheſes. And having thus caſt off 
all that bear the Name of Chriſtians, except 
the Calviniſts, as Men with whom it is im- 
poſſible for the Lutherans to think of having 


any Union, [and I have ſhew'd, that the 


Church of England muſt come into the 
Number of thole with whom they can have 


no Hopes of Reconcilement, ] * he then pro- P. 8a. 


ceeds to enquire, whether there may not be 
a Poſhbility of effecting an Union, between 


the Lutherans and thoſe who call them- 


ſelves the Reform'd. Here having compos'd 
a Syſtem of Divinity, wherein he ſuppoſes 
both Parties may agree, he then proceeds 
to the Points wherein they differ. I ſhall 
not at preſent particularly examine his Sy- 
ſtem, only take Notice, that when he comes 
to the Points wherein the Lutherans differ 
from the Calviniſis,he maintains two Things 
which the Chriſtian Church never heard of 
till Luther's Days, and which none but the 
Lutherans ever aſſerted; and therefore I 
2 but make ſome. Obſervatioùs on 
them. 2 | 30 


o 


The + Learned Baron complains, that al- H P. 1992 


tho the Reformed frequently uſe the Name 


of Brethren, yet they omit not to impute to the - 
Lutherans, monſtrous Opinions, how much ſo- 


ever they contradict them. And, indeed, 1 
do find that Petey Martyr, one of the: firſt 
Reformers, and ane of the moſt moderate 
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— them, who was therefore invited 
into England, and made Divinity-Profeſſor 
at Oxford, does call one of the Lutheran 
Opinions monſtrous, which is, that which 
concerns the Ubiquity of the Body of Chriſt, 
* Dial. de for he calls it * portentoſam Ubiquitatem. 
wtraque in But do the Lutherans contradict this? No, 
, the Learned Baron himſelf endeavours to 
Fol. 1, maintain and defend it, nay, declares that 
+ P. 195. he deſigns to die in that Opinion. f For 
he tells us, that he would not have the 
Things which he ſhall propoſe, to create any 
Prejudice againſt himſelf or the Church, in 
which he was born, and has been educated, 
and in the Doctrine of which he has de- 
ſign'd to. perſevere to the End of bis Life. 
P. 202. And one of theſe Doctrines he owns to 
be the Omnipreſence of the Body of Chriſt. 
And he tells us, that the Lutherans ſeem 
to maintain it chiefly for this Reaſon, that 
they may not divide. and take away the 
Union of the two Natures, which, accord- 
ing to the Expreſſion of the ancient Church 
concerning it, is ur pug a But did any 
of the ancient Church believe Chriſt's Body 
to be Omnipreſent, becaufe they believ'd 
the two Natures to be inſeparable ?? The 
J Joh. i. Scripture teacheth us, that I in the Begin- 
1, 14; 17 ing war the Word, and the Word was 
with God, aud the Word was God. And 
that the Word was madg Fleſh, and dowelt 
among us, and was cal'd Jeſus Chriſt. 
Wade | From 


/ 


Lutheran Principles. 23 


From whence we rightly conclude, that 
Jeſus Chriſt was both- God: and Man, by 
a Perſonal Union of two Natures, one 
of the Word or God'the Son, and the 0- 
ther of the Fleſh or Humane Nature, The 


Scriptures alſo teach, that Feſus Chriſt, the * Hir. 


Perſon ſubſiſting of theſe two Natures, is xii. 5. 


the ſame Yeſterday, and to Day, and for ever: 
Hence we juſtly gather, that theſe two Na- 
tures in this one Perſon are inſeparable; for 
if the Natures ſhould be ſeparated, he coule 


not remain the ſame Perſon for ever. This 


* therefore. of the two Natures 
the ancient Church believ d upon good and 


juſt Grounds; and both the Reform d and 


the Church of England believe this no leſs 
than the Lutherans ; and we declare our 
Belief of this Inſeparability in the Athana- 
ſian Creed, where we acknowledge Gold 
and Man to be one Chriſt : But then we 
declare, that he is one altogether ; not by 
Confuſion of Subſtance, but by Unity of Perſon. 


-And we conceive, that the Omnipreſence of 
Chriſt's Humane Body muſt make a Con- 
Fuſion of Subſtance ; for the Body of Chriſt 
cannot be Omniprefent, unleſs it be con- 


verted into the Godhead, becauſe Omni- 


-preſence is an incommunicable Attribute 


of the Divine Nature; and if the Humane 


Nature of Chriſt be converted into the God- 


head, this muſt make a Confuſion of Sub- 
ſtance, So that thi? Doctrine ditectly tends 
B 4 te 
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to overthrow an Article of our Faith. Nei- 
ther does it help at all to make us more 
firmly believe the inſeparable Union of the 
two Natures in Chriſt, which is the Reaſon 
aſſign d by Puffendorf, for which the Lu- 
therans chiefly maintain it; for thoſe who be- 
lieve not this Ubiquity of Chriſt's Body, do 
nevertheleſs believe the inſeparable Union 
of his two Natures, and believe it upon the 
infallible Authority of the Holy Scriptures : 
But I can fee no Authority of Holy Scri- 
ac for the Doctrine of the Omnipre- 
ence of Chriſt's Body. | 
The Learned Baron, indeed, does give us 
two Texts of Scripture, but I conceive very 
little to the Purpoſe. Chriſt, he obſerves, has 


promiſed where two or three are gathered 


together in my Name, I will be in the midſt 
of them, Matth. xviii. 20. And I am with 
you to the end of the World, Matth. xxviii. 
20. But does it hence follow, that Chriſt 
will be always with us in his Body e If his 
Divine Nature alone be preſent with us, 
that, 4ccording to the Scriptures, is a ſuffici- 
ent Fulfilling of his Promiſe : For the Di- 
vine and Humane Nature make but One 
Perſon in Chriſt, who, although He be God 
and Man, e is not To, but One Chriſt. 
One, not by Converſion of the Godhead into 
Fleſh, but by taking of the Manhood into God. 
One altogether, not by Confuſion of Subſtance, 
but by Unity of Perſou, Fox as the ay" 
* . . 0 
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Soul and Fleſh is one Man, ſo God and Man 
is one Chriſt : As we profeſs in the Athana- 
fian Creed. Henceit follows, that as what- 
ſoever is predicated either 'of the Soul or 
Body of a Man, is attributed to the whole 
Perſon, though ſome Functions are pecu- 
liar to the Soul, and others to the Body ; 
ſo, whatſoever is predicated of one Nature 
in Chriſt, though ſome Functions are pecu- 
culiar to the Humane, and others to the 
Divine Nature, are attributed to the whole 
Perſon of Chriſt. Thus for Inſtance, it is 
the peculiar Function of the Soul of Man, 
to think, to reaſon, and to meditate; and 
we cannot attribute theſe Faculties ro the 
Body of a Man: For, to ſay that the Soul 
of a Man eats, drinks, walks, is ſeen, or 
felt, is improper; and yet, when we ſpeak 
of the whole Man, we may properly ſay, 
ſuch a Perſon thinks, reaſons, and medi- 
tates; or that ſuch a Perſon eats, drinks, 
walks, or may be ſeen or felt. Thus what 
is peculiar either to the Soul or Bady, is 
attributed to the whole Man, by re4ſon of 
the Perſonal Union of thoſe two different 
Natures, the Soul and the Body, and yet 
each have their diſtin& Properties, and what 
1s peculiar to one Nature, cannot properly 
and ſtrictly be predicated of the other. 
And in this manner we profeſs to believe 
the Union of the. Jivine and Humane Na- 
ture in Chriſt. E is a Perſonal Union, 55 

that 
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that whatever is predicated of one Nature, 
is attributed to the whole Chriſt. Thus it 
is the Divine Nature of Chriſt, which was 
in the Beginning with God, and which was 
God; all Things were made by him, and 
without him was not any Thing made 
which was made: Theſe Things cannot be 
attributed to his Humane Nature, which 
was not in the Beginning. So the Humane 
Nature of Chriſt was born of a Woman, 
made under the Law, was crucified, died, 

and was buried, none of which Things can 
properly be attributed to his Godhead. Yet 

by vertue of the Perſonal Union between 

the Divine and Humane Nature, we ſay 

that Chriſt is over all, God bleſſed for ever; 
likewiſe that Chriſt was born, ſuffered, died 

and was buried; and what is peculiar to one 
Nature, is attributed by the Scripture to the 

whole Perſon. And by ſaying the Divine 
Nature of Chriſt did not die, but only his 
Humane Nature, we do not thereby ſepa- 

rate the Perſonal Union of the two Na- 

tures; they ſtill continued one Perſon ; and 

we fay that Chriſt, who is both God and 

Man, died; and the Scripture itſelf ſcruples 

* Add. xx. not to call the Blood which he ſhed, * the 
78. Blood of God. Since then the inleparable 
Union of the Divine and Humane Nature 

in Chriſt is a Perſonal Union, and what- 

ever is predicated of ohg Nature, is attri- 

buted to the whole Perſon, though each 

: : Nature 
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Nature have its own peculiar diſtin& Pro- 
perties, there is no Occaſion for us to con- 
found the two Natures, by attributing Om- 
nipreſence to the Humane, which is the pe- 
culiar Property. of the Divine Nature, for 
fear of ſeparating the two Natures. | For a 
Perſonal Union, as we underſtand by the 
Union of our Souls and Bodies, is ſuch an 
Union of two Natures, that though each re- 
tain its peculiar Properties entire and with- 
out Confuſion, yet whatever is performed 

either, is attributed to the whole Per- 
ſon. Therefore, though. we believe the Di- 
vine Nature alone to * now preſent with 
us, the Humane Nature being aſcended in- 
to Heaven, and ſitting at the Right Hand 
of God, yet Chriſt is, nevertheleſs, preſent 
with us, becauſe ſuch, as I have ſhewed] 
is the Property of Perſonal Union, that 
whatever is predicated of one Nature, is 
properly attributed to the whole Perſon. 
But here the Le#hed Baron asks, Why 
ſhould the Nature and Quality of Humane 
Bodies hinder, but that we may believe whole 
Chriſt, and even as Man, to be preſent to 
all the Aſſemblies of the Faithful, and even 
to every particular Perſon of them ? eſpeci- 
ally, fince whilſt he was converſant on 
Earth, both before and aſter his Reſurrection, 
he perſormed ſuch” Actiont, as other Bodies 
are uncapable of. Lo this we may anſwer, 
that if Chriſt had-ever promiſed us his —5 
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dily Preſence in our Aſſemblies, there had 
been Reaſon to have believed he would 
have been ſo preſent with us; but we can 
find no ſuch Promiſe ; But he has told us 
Job wi. the direct contrary, ſaying, I go my way 
_ to him that ſent me, and now I am no more 
AR i 10. in the World. And while they beheld, he 
was taken up, and a Cloud received him 
out of their Sight. There are many other 
Paſſages in Scripture, which teach us that | 
Chriſt has withdrawn his Bodily Preſence |, 
from us, but not one which ſo much as in- 
timates,that he will afford us his Real Bodi- 
ly Preſence, either in a viſible or inviſible 
manner. The utmoſt which the Lutherans 
pretend to prove in this Caſe, is, that it is 
poſſible for God to make Chrift's Body Om- 
nipreſent. But becauſe it is poſſible, muſt 
we therefore believeit is ſo? Muſt an Article 
of Faith be founded on a meer Poſſibility, 
without any Foundation in Scripture ? But 
Chriſt has promiſed*#0 be always preſent 
With us. He has ſo, but not Bodily pre- 
ſent > And the Scripture teacheth, that his 
Body is aſcended into Heaven, and ſitteth 
on the Right Hand of God. And I have 
ſhewed, that if his Divinity be with us, 
Chriſt is with us by vertue of the Perſonal |, 
Union, becauſe whatſoever is performed 
by one Nature, is performed by the Per- 
lon. Chriſt has alſo Himſelf taught us, 
that till his ſecond Coming, he will be 
; wit 
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with us by his Spirit. * go away, lays* Jobavi 
xiv. 6. 


he, to him that ſent me, and if I go not a- 
way, the Comforter will not come unto you ; 
but if I depart, I will ſend him unto you, that 
he may abide with you for ever. Thus 
Chriſt has plainly raught us, that we may 
always expect his Preſence with us, nat in his 
Body, but his Spirit, the Comforter, the 
Third Perſon in the Sacred Trinity, who 
is One God with Him and the Father : But 
it is expedient that He himſelf ſhould go a- 
way. And ſure, Chriſt. is the beſt Interpre- 
ter of his own Promiſe. * Beſides, the Lu- 
therans can never prove it poſſible for a 
Body to be made Omnipreſent, becauſe 
Omnipreſence is an incommunicable At- 
tribute of Divinity: And *tis of the Eſ- 
ſence of a Body to be circumſcribed and 
bounded with certain Limits; ſo that to 
talk of an Infinite or Omnipreſent Body, is 
a Contradiction; therefore, by this Bo- 
ctrine, the Humane Nature of Chriſt is ut- 
terly 1 and confounded with His 
Divinity; And the Notion of the Omni- 
preſence of Chriſt's Body, is ſo far from 
tending to ſupport the inſeparable Union 
of the two Natures, which is the Reaſon 
Puffendorf gives for the Lutherans main- 
taining it ſo ſtrenuouſly, that it rather tends 
to overthrow it, by deſtroying one of the 
two Natures, or at leaſt confounding them; 


© whereas 
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whereas the Unity of thoſe Natures conſiſts 
not in the Confuſion of Subſtance, but in the l. 
nity of Perſon; which is ſuch an Union, as 
neceſſarily implies, that each Nature, not- 
withſtanding the Union, ſtill retains its 
own peculiar Properties. So that, in ſhort, 
this Doctrine has neither Scripture, Anti- 
quity, nor Reaſon to ſupport it, but is the 

ure Figment of Lather's own Brain; the 
eformed have term'd it monſtrons, as the 
Learned Baron informs us. I fee not 
therefore how we can come to a Recon- 
cilement with the Lutherans, except they 
reje& this Doctrine, which is ſo apparent- 
ly falſe, and contrary both to Reaſon and 

Scripture. 1114 

But though Puffendorf pretends, that the 
_ eem Soares wo Omnipre- 

ence of Chriſt's Bod), chiefly for this Rea- 
12 „ that Us may not divide and take 
away the Union of the Natures, ( which 1 
have ſhew'd it is ſo far from doing, that 
it tends rather ro deſtroy one of them, 
or at, leaſt to confound them, and there- 
to overthrow that Perſonal Union 
which the Scriptures have taught, and the 
Church belicv'd) yet it is very evident, 
£ that the Notion was invented to ſup- 
. port another ſtrange Doctrine never heard 
'$ of in the World till Luthers Days; 1 
mean, the Doctrine of Conſubſtantiation. 
50 For 
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por ſo ſays Peter Martyr, ſpeaking of the * Nec 
— of Chriſtis Body, 'This Do. g dut ar- 


Frine (I am perſuaded) would not have wag M 
appear d good and ſound to its own Authors, thoribus 


only they having once gone beyond the Bounds _— 


of the orthodox Faith, in affirming the real, „ideren- 
ſubſtantial, or corporal * (as they graſiy tur, niſi 
ſpeak) of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, i quod ſe- 

the Bread and Wine of the Lord's Supper — 22 
therefore that they may ſome Way or other da reali, 
eſtabliſh their Fiction, they go on to their ſubſtanti- 
own great Miſchief, and the no ſmall Da- ali, cor- 


ve 


mace of the Church, to be more confidently — 

Mad 7 for no other Reaſon, conſtantly, n_— 
or rather pertinaciouſly maintain, that the que ora- 
Humanity of Chriſt fills all Places. Theſe — 
Things are more abſurd, than thoſe for whoſe corporis 
Sake they are invented. The Papiſts, than & — 
whom nothing can be conceiv'd more c nis Clui- 


although they teach that vain and deteſtable 4 4 


Tranſubſtantiation, were never ſo void of pane ac 
vino cœ- 


ne Domini fines orthodoxæ fidei tranſilierunt: & idcirco ut ſux 
figmenta quoque modo conftabihant, pergunt magno malo ſuo, & 
Eeclefiz non levi damno, confidentius infanire z, atque conſtanter, 
vel potius pertinaciter defendunt, non propter Aiam cauſam Hu- 
manitatem Chriſti omnia loca implere. Abfurdiora porro hzc ſunt, 
quam ea propter quz elaborantur. Papiſtz, quibus nihil d 
vatius fingi poteſt, quamvis illam præſentiam cum vana & 
ſtanda psrvoi docent, non tamen adeo ſunt rationis, divinarum 
literarum, & ſenſus communis expertes, ut portenſoſam ubiquita- 
tem ſibi unquam fabricarint, quin potius ab ea ceu dogmate pror- 
ſus diverſo & alieno ab Eccleſia, vehementer abhorrent. Pet. 
Mari, Dialog. de mirague in Chriſto Natura, fol. 1. | 
92 N Keaſon, 
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Reaſon, of the Knowledge of the Holy Scri- 
ptures, and of Common Senſe, as ever to forge 
for themſelves-this monſtrous Ubiquity, but 
have ever heartily. abhorr'd it, as a Poſition di- 
' verſe and contrary to the Faith of the Church. 
And the Lutheran does acknowledge, 
That this Doctrine of the Omnipreſence 
of Chriſt's Body does prove, and is proved 
by their Doctrine of the Corporal Preſence 
in the Holy Euchariſt. For, when it was 
objected to him, that he had no Proof of 
this Omnipreſence from the Scripture, and 
94 that he had no Argument for this Opinion, 
8 but the Omnipotence of God, * We do not, 
ex nuda ſays he, make the Body of the Lord to be e- 
Omnipo- very where. or in many Places, from the 
ama meer Onmipotence of God, We have the 


1 Sacred Scriptures to witneſs this Thing, and 


Corpus chiefly the Words of the Supper For the 

_ Lord | ſaid, This is my Body. by 
e ubi- | 

que, ſeu in multis locis. Habemus ejus rei teſtes divinas lite- 

ras, & inter eas potiſſimum verba cene : Dixit quippe Domi- 

nus: Hoc eſt corpus meum. bid, Fol. 4. 


TIdfal' + Again he ſays, we receive at leaſt this 


te 5 98 
vobis fru. Benefit more than you from our Opinion, That 


ctus & utilitatis ex noſtra ſententia capimus, quod firmiter credi- 
mus, nec dubitamus corpus & ſanguinem Chriſti, verè, ſubſtan- 
tialiter ac realiter adeſſe in pane ac vino ceenz, & ibi diſtribui ac 
ſumi. Quod vos dicere non poteſtis, nec etiam proſitemini, cum 
ipſam Chriſti Humanitatem doceatis & mordicus propugnetis in a- 
liquo certo loco eſſe coli, idque circumſcriptiva locatione. Quare 
(ut vultis) cum amplius non ſit in terris, non poteſt cum pane & 
vino in Cœna manducari. Non eſt ubigug leve bonum, ſeu aſper- 
nandum commodum, nos de tanto Myterjo quid ſentiamus poſſe 
aperte & rotunde confiteri. Jbid. Fol. 123. we 
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we firmly believe, and do nat doubt, but the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt are truly, ſub- 
ftantially, and really preſent in the Bread 
and Wine. of the Supper, and is there di- 
ſtributed and received. Which you cannot 
ſay nor profeſs, ſince you teach, and earneſt» 
ly contend, that the Humanity of Chriſt is 
in a certain Place of Heaven, and that lo- 
cally circumſcribed. Therefore (as you will 
have it) fence He is no langer on Earth, 
He cannot be eaten with Bread and Wine 
in the Supper. It is nat therefore « ſmall 
Benefit, nor en Aduantege; to be deſpiſed, 


that we can openly and roundly confeſs what - 


we believe of ſuch a Myſtery, ' | 
_ Here 5 nd, that 8 chief 
Argument for the Omnipreſence of Chriſt's 
Body, is taken from the Words of the Inſti- 
tution of the Holy Euchariſt; This is my 
Body. From whence they inferr, that for- 
aſmuch as the Euchariſt is celebrated in 
many Places at the ſame time, therefore 
Chriſt's Natural Body maſt be alſo in all 
thoſe Places at leaſt: And they think it 
reaſonable to believe, that Chriſt's Humane 
Body is Omnipreſent, that ſo they may 
confirm their Doctrine of the literal, and 
corporal Eating and Drinking His very true 
Humane Body and Blood. Now this ſtrange 
Union of the literal, corporal Body and 
Blood of Chriſt with the Elements of Bread 
and Wine in the Holy Sacrament, is that 

C which 
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which is call'd Conſubſtantiation. And who 
ſees not plainly, from theſe Words of Peter 
Martyr's Dialogue, that this Doctrine of the 
Omnipreſence of Chriſt, was invented purely 
to ſupport and defend that Doctrine con- 
cerning the Euchariſt? For if Chriſt's Hu- 
mane Body be Omnipreſent, and conſe- 
quently Infinite, then it follows, that it 
may be really, truly, and literally united 
to Bread and Wine conſecrated in ten thou- 
ſand Places at the ſame time: Whereas, if 
Chriſt's Body is circumſcrib'd and limited to 
a certain Place in Heaven, ſo that it can be 
but at one Place at one Time, as the Church 
has always believ'd, then cannot the real, 
true, ſubſtantial, and literal Humane Body of 
Chriſt be given and receiv'd in the Eucha- 
riſt, nor incorporated, or otherwiſe united 
to the Bread and Wine, ſo as to be eaten 
or drank with it; and conſequently, with- 
out this Doctrine of the Omnipreſence, 
the Doctrine of Conſubſtantiation falls: 
Who, ſees not then, that this monſtrous 
Doctrine, as Peter Martyr calls it, of 
the Omnipreſence of Chriſt's Humanc Bo- 
dy, was invented, as. he ſays, purely 
to ſupport the Doctrine of Conſub antia- 
ion; * . 
But perhaps it may be ſaid, that the Lu- 
theran in Peter Martyr ſpeaks only what 
that Reformer pleaſes; Mt us therefore hear 
what is ſaid by a Divine of their own, 

==” Martin 
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* Martin Chemuitiut who was thirty Years * Aelch. 
a Miniſter at Brunſwick, firſt a Coadjutor, at 
and then Superintendent. This Man was Theol. p. 
one of the firft Reformers amongſt the Lu- 573. 
therans, and wrote an Examen of the Coun- 

cil of Trent by Command of the Duke of 
Brunſwick-Lanenburg, and other Princes of 
Germany; I ſhall therefore obſerve what he 

ſays upon the firſt Canon of that Council 
concerning the Eucbariſt. The Canon is 

this. + F any one ſhall deny, that in the Si quis 
Holy Sacrament of the Enchariſt, the Body negave- 
and Blood, together with the whole Soul f gg. 
and Divinity of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and mo Eu- 
conſequently whole Chriſt is truly, really, and chariſti- 


ſubſtantiall contain d in the moſt ol; ' $4, 2 Sacra- 
crament * the Enchariſt, but ſpall 2 de ments 


#s only there as in a Sign, or 4 Figure, or ti, vers, 
in its Vertue, let Him. be Anathema. realiter & 
: To. | 2 ä ſubſtanti- 
aliter corpus & ſanguinem, una cum anima & divinitate Domi- 
ni noſtri Jeſu Chriſti, ac proinde totum Chriſtum : fed dixerit 
«wa 8 in eo ut in ſigno, vel figura, aut in virtute, Ana- 
e | A U | 


To this Chemmnitiut ſays, || There is « l De 
great and ſad Controverſy at this Timg in — 
the Church, concerning the Preſence of the & H= 
Body and Blood of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt nis Bo- 

| d ee | 1 mini no- 
ſtri Jeſa Chriſti in ſaeroſancta cœna, ſive de vero & genuino ſenſu 
verborum cœnæ, Hoc eſt corpus meum, Hic eſt is meus, ve- 
hemens & yer? triſtis Uyghoc tempore controverſia in Eccleſia : 
Quibuſdam contendentibus verba illa non eſſe accipienda in eo 
ſenſu, quem ſimplex, propria, 1 & in Scriptura _ ip- 

. N 2 ä orum 
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ſorum ſignificatio przbet ; ſed per tropos ed eſſe detorquenda, ut 
vera & realis præſentia ſubſlantiæ corporis & ſanguinis Chriſti ex 
cœna ipſius tollatur & ſubmoveatur longius, quam cclum diftat a 
terra. Et in cœna Dominica, apud nos in terris relinquatur tan- 
tum ſignum & figura procul abſentis, & longe à nobis remoti 
corporis & ſanguinis Chriſti : vel Griſtus dicatur in cena ſua 
præſens eſſe, tantum ſecundum divinam ſuam Naturam, præbens 
& exhibens communicantibus, non ipſam ſubſtantiam, ſed virtu- 
tem tantùm, & vigorem corporis & ſanguinis ſui, non præſentis 
ſed procul abſentis, & a cœna longius remoti, quam aſpectabile hoc 
celum diſtat à terra. Ego vero ab illorum opinionibus fateor 
me diſſentire; fimpliciter verd & apertè profireor, me amplecti 
& probare illarum Ecclefiaram ſententiam, quæ agnoſcunt ac do- 
cent veram & fubſtantialem præſentiam corporis & fanguinis 
Chriſti in cena, in eo ſenſu quem verba cœnæ, ſimplici, propria, 
uſitata & genuina ſua ſignificatione præbent. Et in hac ſenten- 
tia, utriuſque partis argumentis diligenter conſideratis, acquieſco. 


in His Holy Supper, or concerning the true 
aud genuine Senſe of the Words of the Sup- 
per, This is my Body, This is my Blood: 
Some contending thoſe Words are not to be 
receivd in that Senſe which the ſimple, 


proper, genuine, and uſual Signification of ' 


them in Scripture gives us © But they 
are to be wreſted by a Figure in ſuch Man- 
ner, bat the true and real Preſence of the 
Subſtance of the Body aud Blood. of Chriſt 
is taken from His Supper, and remov d far- 
ther from it than Heaven is diſtant from 
the Earth. And. in the Lord's Supper no- 
thing is left with us on Earth, but a Sign 
or 4 Figure of the Body and Bleod of 
Chriſt at 4 great Diſtgnee, and far re- 
movd from us : Or Chriſt is ſaid to be 
preſent in His Supper only according to His 

, ET Drvine 
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Divine Nature, yielding and exhibiting 
the Communi — wot the very S., 
but the Vertue and Efficacy. of His Body 
and Blood ; not preſent, but far abſent, and 
farther diſtant from us than the v:ſible Hea- 
wen is from the Earth. But, I confeſs, that 1 
diſſent from their Opinions, but plainly pro- 
fer that I embrace and approve the Opinion 
of thoſe Churches, which acknowledg 
reach the true and. ſubſtantial Preſence "of 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt in the Sup- 
2. in hid Senſe which the Words- of the 

Supper afford us in their ſimple, proper, u- 
77 — genuine Signification. Aud I ac- 
quieſce in this Opinion, after a diligent Con 
f deration of the Arguments on both Sides. 

And a little after he adds, Thir Ops- , = 
nion offends againſt no Article of Faith. For — 4 
it it certain, that foraſmuch as in the Hu- fidei ar- 
mane Nature of Chriſt dwellet h all the Ful. ticulum 
weſs of the Godhead bodily, and by the A —_— 
ſcenſfon, the Humane Nature in Chriſt is ex- enim eſt, 
alted above every Name thut -is named, ei- quia in 
ther in this World, or that which it to came ; humans 
therefore Chriſt can be where He within His Orifs, 
Body, and do what He will. e the tor ple- 


nitudo 
divinitatis habitat n Et per Afccnfionem! humana Na- 
tura in Chriſto. exaltata eſt ſuper omne Nomen, quod nominatur, 
ſive in hoc, ſive in futuro ſæculo: ideo Chris — ſuo poſſe 
ubicunque voluerit, & facere quodcunque voluerit. Præſentia igi- 
tur corporis Chriſti in cena, nat cum articulis fidei, vel de 
veritate humans Nature, vel lde afcenfione Crifti. 
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Preſence of Chriſt's Body in the 95 per, is 
not repugnant to the Articles of Faith, or be 
Verity of the Humane Nature, or of the 
Aſcenſion of Chriſt. 

Is it not evident from hence, that the 
Lutherans make uſe of the Omnipreſence | 
of Chriſt's Humane Nature, to prove the 
Corporal Preſence in the Holy uchariſt. 
We all readily agree with them, that Chriſt's 
Body is exalted as far as Humane Nature 
is capable of Exaltation, and far beyond 
our weak Conceptions: That Chriſt can be 
where he will in his Body, and do what , 
he will. But we cannot believe that he 
can be bodily preſent in Heaven and Earth, 
and in all Places where the Euchariſt is ad- 
miniſtred, at the ſame time. This Notion 
is therefore plainly. invented, as Peter Mar- 
tyr has obſerved, to prove, if poſſible, the 
Corporal Preſence of Chriſt in the Eucha- 
riſt according to the Lutheran Notions ; and 
is put upon us by this Su erintendent of 
* wick, as an Article of Faith. 

Therefore, as the Learned Baron main- 

rains the Omnipreſence of Chriſ?s natural 
T. 208. Body, ſo he alſo detends the Doctrine of 
the Corporal Preſence of Chriſt in the Eu- 
chariſt, and ſays, The Lutherans determine 
that Wi. Bre * Vine remain what they 
arch well in the Lie of them. as afterwards ; 
and yet, ſo that in the Uſe 17 the Sacra- 
ment, the Body and 2 * hriſt are _ 
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rily preſent, together with the Elements, and 
are indeed taten and received with the 
Mouth of the Body, but, in a. Manner, tha 
cannot be perceived. by the Senſes: And ſo, 
indeed, that there is not amy new and pe- 
culiar B ody produced for every Communicant; 
and given to him, but ſo that all the Com- 
municants do truly partake of that one Body 
of Chriſt which hung upon the Croſs, and 


of that Blood which he there ſhed. It is 


true, both he and Chemmitins do ſay, That 
they do not eſtabliſh this Opinion on the Om- 
nipreſence of Chriſt, Neither does Peter 
Martyr charge them to have eſtabliſhed it 
on that Foundation; but only that havin 

eſtabliſhed this Opinion, they have recourſe 
to the Omnipreſence of Chriſt for the Proof 
of it, and maintain that Ubiquity of Chriſt's 
Body, becauſe they conceive it a good Ar- 
gument to convince their Followers, that 
they do actually receive the very real ſub- 
ſtantial Body of their Saviour. For if the 


Body of Chriſt can be in many Places at 


once, no Doubt is to be made, but that it 
is in the Holy Euchariſt, FRA 

And now let us ſee, how this Conſub- 
ſtantiation differs from Tanſubſtantiation. 
The Papiſts ſay, that in the moſt Holy Sa- 
crament of the — there is truly, really, 
and ſubſiantially the Body and Blood, toge- 
ther with the Soul and Divinity of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt ; and, that there is a Change 
| 1 made 
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made of the whole Subſtance of Bread into 
the Body, and of the whole Subſtance of 
Wine into the Blood, which Change they 
call Tranſubſtantiation. The Lutherans 
ſay, that the Bread and Wine remain 
what they were, but the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt are preſent together with the E- 
lements, and are indeed taken and receiv'd 
with the Mouth 'of the Body. This is 
what is call'd Conſubſtantiation. So that 
both agree, that in the Euchariſt we eat 
and drink the real, ſubſtantial Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, which was broken and 
ſhed on the Croſs ; only the Papiſtr ſay, 
we eat and drink them in the Elements, 
which are ſubſtantially converted into 
them; and the Lutherans ſay, we eat 
and drink them with the Elements. But 
both maintain, that we eat and drink the 
very Body and Blood of Chriſt which 
hung upon the Croſs, and that we eat 
it with our Mouths, which is Blaſphemy. * 
* An. 28. Whereas our Church teacheth, that the 
Body of Chriſt ir given, taten, and eaten 
in the _ only after an Heavenly and 
Spiritual Manner. And the Mean where- 
by the Body of * is receiv'd and eaten 
in the Supper, is Faith. So that the Lu- 
therans are, in this Caſe,” as far from the 
Doctrine of our Church as the Papiſts. 
And when either Papiſts or Lutherans are 
preſs d with Argumegys drawn w_ > 
| = enles 
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Senſes againſt their Doctrine, they have 
recourſe to God's Omnipotence. The Pa- 
piſts ſay, according to the.“ Trent Cate- v De Ew 
chiſm, that whatſoever the Lord pleaſeth, cher. $. 
that He doth both in Heaven Earth, 32 
And the Learned Baron ſays, in behalf of 
the Lutherans, that to ' thoſe Reaſonings 
which are objected from the Judgment of 
the Senſes, and the Nature of natural Bo- 
dies, the Truth and Onmipotence of God 
is juſily oppor d, by which this may eaſily 
be perſormd. Now he that can believe 

what is contrary to the Judgment of his 
Senſes, and the Nature of Things, and 
ſuppoſes that God's Omnipotence can re- 
concile Contradictions, as' the Learned 
Baron owns the Lutherans do in this 
Caſe, may eaſily believe Tranſubſtantia- 
tion. And the ſame Arguments we make 
uſe of to refute the Paprſts on this Oc- 
caſion, may ſerve to refute the Luthe- 
rant. 5 1 
Another Doctrine, which Puffendorf diſ- 
courſes of, wherein the Lutherant differ 
from the Calviniſts, is the Doctrine of 
Grace and Predeſtination; but I do not 
find that the Lutherans differ from the 
Church of England in this Point, and 
1 ſhall therefore make no Reflexion on any 
Thing he has ſaid on this Subject. 
As to other Matters, wherein the Lu- 
therans and Calxigiſtr differ, Puffendorf _ 
ut 
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P. 237. but juſt mention them, becauſe * he ſays” 


they are all of them ſuch as do not touch the 
Foundation of the Faith, ang ſo are wont 
to go under the Name of indifferent T hings, 


But whether all Perſons will be. of the 


Baron's Opinion in this Matter, is much 
to be queſtion'd. I am ſure, our Zealots 
here have cry'd out upon ſome of the 
moſt innocent of them, as moſt wicked 
and abominable ; I ſhall therefore content 
myſelf to name them as he has done, 
without any Reflexions. 5 

The Reſorm'd, ſays he, object againſt the 
Lutherans ſome Relicks of the Popiſh Rites 
not ſufficiently purg'd away. Into the Num- 
ber of which, they put the Exorciſm retain'd 
in. Baptiſm, the private Confeſſion, and 
what is wont to accompany it, the ſacred 
Penny, the round Wafers us'd in the Lord's 
Supper, which hardly retain the Nature of 
Bread; Altars alſo and Candles, and many 
Images retaix d in their Churches, and among 
others, that of our Saviour hanging on the 
Croſs, the particular Garments of Mini- 
ſters, the Bending the Knee, and Unco- 
vering the Head at the Mention of the 
Name of Jeſus ; the ſuperfluous Feſtival | 
Days, the exorbitant Uſe of Muſick, and 
other Things of the like Nature. Thoſe who 
have been ſo very ſevere upon the Church 
of England for ſymbolizing with the Church 
of Rome in a few of the moſt unexception- 

' T 
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able of theſe Ceremonies, and who once 
threw down her Altars, and turn'd her 
Churches into Stables, becauſe they had 
been polluted with ſuch ſuperſtitious Rites; 
who perſecuted, plunder'd, and barba- 
rouſly treated all her Biſhops, and ſuch 
Presbyters as adher'd to them, and have 
ſince revil'd them as Baal's Prieſts, on 
Account of a few of theſe Ceremonies ; 
may perhaps be inclin'd to judge hardly 
of the Lutherans, who have ſtill retain'd 
ſo many more of theſe Rites. But I de- 
fire them to conſider, that notwithſtanding 
this Multitude of Ceremonies, the Luthe- 

rant are as great Enemies to the Pope, and 
the Church of Rome, as They can be; and 
though they have retain'd ſo many Popiſb 
Rites, are nevertheleſs ſtrict and rigid Preſ- 
byterians, and have as little Agreement with 
the Doctrine and Diſcipline of the Church 
of England, as the moſt zealous Calviniſtt. 
However, we of the Church of England 
may hope and pray, and uſe all lawful 
Endeavours, by fair Means and Perſua- 
ſions, to draw Diſſenters of all Sorts into 
the Communion of the Eſtabliſh'd Church, 
by ſetting before them the Error of their 
Ways. And it is to be hop'd, that the 
| Lutherans in particular, having before their 
Eyes the great Example of our now Sove- 
reign, will, as I doubt not but he has 
done, judge it beſt, as well for their Spi- 
| ritual 
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ritual as Temporal Intereſt, to join heartily 
in Communion with the Eſtabliſh'd Chur 
of England, which is reform'd neareſt to 
the Primitive Pattern of any Church this 
Day in the Chriſtian World, and has ever 
been found the ſtrongeſt Bulwark againſt 
Popery : And to attempt any farther Re- 
formation of it, either in Favour of Cal- 
winiſts, or Lutherans, will be but to make 
it leſs Primitive and Apoſtolical. : 
I have one Thing more to add before 
I conclude my Letter, which is, that the 


Learned Baron himſelf does not think a- 


Reconcilement can be effected otherwiſe 


F. zog. than by Time: * It ſeems to me ( lays 


he, at the Concluſion of his Book) that 
this Diſſention cannot be taken away at 
once, or in the Twinkling 7 an Eye, but 
the Remedy muſt be expected from Time: 
The Proceſs of which may produce much 
for the Reconciling both Sides And the 
Truth, is the Method of Reconcilement 
propos'd by him, is calculated to be the 
Work of Time; for though he pretends 
to talk of Arguments, and forming Sy- 
ſtems of Divinity wherein all may agree, 
yet, when he comes to 2 his Sy- 
ſtem, he forms it altogether on the La- 
theran Principles, and his Eſſay for Union 
is in Effect only deſign d to perſuade the 
Calviniſtt to become Lutherays. And in- 
deed, as Mr. Hales leid long ago, 
. | an 


b 
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an Union cannot be effected by other 


ter from the Synod of Dort, dated Ja- 
Ruary 4. 1619. In the Point of the Sa- 
crament, and the Dependencies from it, 
as the Ubiquity of Chriſt's Manhood, the 
Perſon of Chriſt, the Communicatio idio- 
matum, Gc. enher they muſt yield to 
ur, or We to them; neither of which is 
probable, Their Opinions have now oh- 
tain d for an hundred Tears (and 'tis now 
near an hundred more fince Mr. Hales 
wrote this Letter, fo that theſe Opinions 
muſt at this Time be more firmly fix d a- 
—_— them) ever ſince the beginning of 
the Reformatian, and are derivd from the 
chief Author of. the Reformation. It is 
not likely therefore, that they will eaſily fall, 
that have ſuch Authority to ſupport | 
But I ſuppoſe, adds he, Mauſieur Du Moulin 
who was the Perſon propoſed the Union 
Mr. Hales ſpeaks of] intended only a mu- 
tual Toleration ; and be it no more, yet if 
we conſider the Indiſpoſition. of the Perſons 
with whom we have to deal, I take this 
likerviſe to be impoſſible. The Lutherans 
are divided into two Sorts ; either they are 
Molliores, as we call them, or Rigidi. Whats 
' there may be of Moderation in the 
firſt, I know not; but in the ſecond we may 
well deſpair of it. For they ſo bear them- 
ſever 


Means. For, as he fays, in his Let- Hers 


Remains, 
P. 446. 
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| ſebves, as that it is evident they will ra- 

a ther agree with the Church of Rome, than 

| with the Calviniſt. He that is converſant 
in the Writings of Hunnius and Grawerus, 
mill quickly think as I do. The firſt of 
which has ſo bitterly written againſt Calvin, 
that Parſons the Jeſuite furniſh'd himſelf 
by compiling Hunnius his Book, If the 
whole Lump be leavened, as thoſe two 
Pieces, which I juſt now named, they are 
certainly too ſowr for moderate Men to deal 
with, This was Mr. Hales's Opinion of 
an Union between the Lutherans and Cal- 
viniſtt a hundred Years ago; he then 
conceived it to be impracticable, and fa 
they were more ready to join with the 
Papiſts than the Calviniſtt. And how far 
ſuch an Union may be more practicable 
now, has been already conſider d; and it 
may be yet a Queſtion, which the Luthe- 
raus would rather chooſe to unite with, 
the Papiſt or the Calviniſt. For though 
Baron Pufſendorf ſcems to be himſelf ra- 
ther enclined to unite with the Calvuimiſts, 

P. 196. having, as he ſays, received good Offi- 

1 P. 44. ces of many of that Religion; yet + he in- 
forms us, that 4 moſt Serene Prince and 
Lord, gave a ſpecial Command to two of 
his Divines, to write a Method to reftore 
an Eccleſiaſtical Union between the Roma- 
niſts and the Proteſtant, So that wharſo- 
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ever Baron Puffendorf's own private Opi- 
nion was as to the Impracticableneſs of 
ſuch an Union; it is plain, that Serene 
Prince and his Divines did not conceive 


it altogether impoſſible; if they had, they 
would not have fram'd a Scheme for it. 
But the Baron having ſome private and 
particular Obligation to ſome Calviniſt 
Princes, thought it more proper to pra- 
ſe an Union with them : But I do not 
nd, that his Scheme was drawn up by 
the Command of any Prince, or with the 
Approbation of any Divines of that Com- 
munion. And after all, the Union he de- 
ſigns, ſeems to be no more than to per- 
ſuade the Calviniſts to embrace, or at leaſt 
to entertain a favourable Opinion of the 

Lutheran Principles. | 
But though the Latherans are ſuch Ene- 
mies to the Calviniſts, amongſt which, as 
appears from Puffendorf, they number the 
ngliſh ; yet it is to be hop d, that when 
they come to be better acquainted with 
our Church, and find that have been 
miſinform'd concerning her; and that ſhe 
was not reform'd upon the Zuinglian ot 
Calviniſt Principles, but upon the truly 
Catholick and Apoſtolick Principles of the 
Primitive Church; I ſay it is to be hop'd, 
that they will eaſily be perſuaded to fol- 
low the great Example of our Gracious 
e Sovereign 
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Sovereign King GORE, and moſt hearti- 
ly embrace her Communion: Which that 

they and all other Diſſenters from us, 
whether Natives or Foreigners, may do, is 


the hearty Prayer of 
an 1 
_— Your moſt”. -- 4 
Humble Servant, 


5 | | L 
Tro. Brxertr. 
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tain'd in Baron  Puffendorf's 
Book, I could have mention- 
— ed ſome other Points: wherein 
the Lutherans differ from the Chur of 
England. 
For erer che church of England 
declares thus in her ſixth Article, All the _. - 
Books of the New Teſtament,” as they. are 
commonly receiv d, we do receive and account 
them Canonical ; the Lutherans, as Father Lo 
Paul obſerves, have caſt out as A poctyphal ©*< = lf 
theſe that follow, 1. The Epiſtle Sh He- Us Il. 
brews. 2. The Epiſtle of St. Jamer. 3. The Sell. 3. 
ſecond Epiſtle of St. Peter. 4. The fecond, 
5. And the third Epiſtles of St. John. 6. The 
Epiſtle of St. Jude. 4; The Revelation of 
St. Fobn. ||| And Chemmnitins the Superitten- ||Gemnit 
dent of Brunſwick gives his Reaſons (fuc Tn 
as they are) why theſe Books ought not to 77jdens. 
be receiv'd into the Canon of Scripture. Pert I. 
Alſo. whereus ti Chureh of England, in P. 237 
her Office? of Private” Baptiſm, a given 
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Directions concerning the Receſſ 


ire ing thoſe 
into the Church, who have VT | 


Baptiſm; amongſt which, this is one,” 
they which bring the Infant to the Church 
make ſuch "uncertain Anſwers to the Pris; 

ueſtions, as that it cannot appear that the 
Child was baptiz'd with Water, in the Name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Ghoſt (which are eſſential: Parts of Baptiſm 
then let the Prieſt. baptize it in the Fm 


; thou: art not already baptiz o, N. 


*Gerhard, baptize thee, c. The Lutherant ſay, 


Confeſſ. 
Cathol. 


' lutehy or conditionally, if it have been given 


it is an abſurd and erroneous Opinion to 
teach, that Baptiſm is to be repeated abſo» 


in the Name of Chriſt only, or of one Ferſon 


in the Trinity, without any Mention of the 
ot her tuo. So that to hold it neceſſary to 
baptize in the Name of all the three Perſons 


iin the Trinity, which. is expreſly. declar'd 
by he C 


. 
” 


. 
% 


Church pf England, agreeable to the 
Senſe of the whole Catholick Church, and 
to the expreſs Command of Chriſt Him- 


ſell, to be Eſfnial te Baptiſm, is held by 
the Lutherans to be an abſurd and errone- 
ous Opinion. I could produce other ma- 
terial Points, beſides thoſe menrian d by 
Baron . Puffendorf, whetein the Lathtrons 


differ from us ; but I-at preſemt con- 
dt | | 7: "CET 
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ut, be ſhall uſe this Form-of Wards, 
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a — ons: 


tenſe mylelf with theſe to convihce you | 
chat the Learned Baron has, by no means, 
given an Account of all the Differences 
© beriycen us even in weighty Matters. 
I hall add but one Thing more by: way 
of Caution, which is, that you would . 
* careful of being Igel 
9 the Words Proteſtunt 2 — An Ex Er. 
preffion which has of late been very frequent 
* ins Mouths of x eeftain pee Bor-i 44 
conſine that Name to any one Sect, as 
| ce wand Religion in the Singular Number 
ſeems to do, chen, in its proper 17 ine 
Senſe, it 2 the Lutheran ' Religion, 
betauſe the Lutheran were the ' firſt who 
publickly, in a particular ſolemn Manner, 
entred their Proteſt againſt the 8 
of the Church of Rome, * which they did Od. 
in the geneal Dyet of the Empire at Spires, Cn. 1 
in German), in the Year 1529. by which ap. 9. p. 


* 


they obtained the Name of Proteſtants, bei232 13k 


ing ſo called from that particular folemr 
| Proteltation, made before all the Eftates of 
the Empire, in ſuch a manner as Was never 
done by any *ther Church or Se&. But if 2 
we take pet Poteſtant in another 
Senſe, and as it ig cmmonly underſtood ; 
to denote any:Clingeh; Sect, I Perſon, who. , 
openly Prote I e Corruptions of | 5 
the N 0 ien we canndt ſa xy, 
mM the Singular Num- 


ber, by gu hy 0 Dn Rel gon in thi 
6 ut nuſt a efian * ui in the 
We" 15 * * 
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are not, uis. They are nat Pit. 3 
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| 16 3 1anapii(is, 

3 Muggpletomans, Sim De "nay; . 
| Alen all may, and do coma un cn 
Dedomination of Hroteſtantr, as Well a 


TE the hach of England. So that 0 fap e. I 
* Prateſtam Religion, in this Seriſe! e 1 
1 bat Cant and e ah 1 1 
un roper Maaning. Aud to. ſay 


Religion in a reſtrained Keule, N vl 

be one Sect of e who, may 
U called by that Name in a> fu e e eminent 
Manner, as * firſt and moſt ſolemm! eo, ei 
TR. 78 2 'Popery;” to whom the Name 


I . gixen, on Account of that partioatar' 
1 ian, ſignißes no other duale La- 
| Tbis I thouglit convehien 
| | to obſetve to you, thagole may! — * 
11 gen be mod en by a Name. 1 1 
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